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understanding and use of the Engl is h l an g u age , I wo u l d l i ke
to read some language for you and ask you what that language
means, in your opinion. " For t h e p u r p os e o f this act, the
practice of optometry is d ef i ne d a s be i ng o ne , o r a
combination of the following without t he use o f su r ge r y " ,
and o ne o f t he i tems i s " refe r for consultation or
treatment". To whom would that apply?

S ENATOR V. JOHNSON: Wel l, at first blush it appears to
apply to you, Senator Chambers, when you go to take the mote
out o f some o n e ' s e ye and you d ec i d ed t o r efe r t h at
individual to anybody to take the m ote out. Y ou h a v e
suddenly become an optometrist.

S ENATOR CHAMBERS: A n d if this language is in t he l aw , a n d
t here i s a l i cens i n g r eq u i r e ment , and I make a referral
contrary to the law, am I i n v i o l at i o n o f t he l i cens i n g
requirements of the law?

SENATOR V. JO HNSON: Well, it is hard to say that totally
without looking at the ent i r e l i cen s i n g s t at ut e s t hat d e a l
with this issue. But my guess would be that some wiseacre
c ould i nd i cat e . . . c o u l d sa y at a later time that you had
functioned as an optometrist and as a result of that were
engaged in an illegal act.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And if such an eventuality a rose, an d a
court c h a l l en g e w ere made by myself or anybody e l s e c a ught
within this net, or even if somebody wanted to challenge the
bill, might this be a basis to hang a ha t o n, t o s ay t h a t
there is at least one unconstitutionally vague or overbroad
p rov i s i o n ?

SENATOR V . JOH NSON: Oh, again I don't know what t h e
criminal sanctions are h e re a s t o wh e t h e r or not t h e r e ar e
criminal sanctions. There m a y w e l l be . But I wou l d t h i nk
that your difficulty with the l anguage is a l eg i t i m a t e
difficulty and it could be a trap some time for the unwary.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: My final question, if this language were
stricken, pursuant to that amendment, do you t h i n k i t wou l d
any way restrict what optometrists can do under this bill?

SENATOR V. JO HNSON: Oh, I don' t think so. I t h i n k , a s
Senator Chronister pointed out, optometrists today, by
virtue of their professional responsibilities, m ake t ho s e
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